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THE  PUBLIC  SCHOOLICASE 


THE  case  for  the  Public  Schools  of  Ontario  was  presented  to  the 
Hon.  M.  F.  Hepburn  and  members  of  the  Cabinet  on  February  14th 
by  a  deputation  of  some  two  hundred  interested  citizens,  represent- 
ing School  Boards,  Churches  and  Societies.  The  deputation,  headed 
by  Mr.  Chas.  M.  Carrie,  Chairman  of  the  Toronto  Board  of  Education  and 
Chairman  of  the  Orange  Legislation  Committee,  comprised  representatives 
of  the  Sons  of  England,  the  Federation  of  Protestant  Women,  Irish  Protes- 
tant Benevolent  Society,  Loyal  True  Blue  Association,  Sons  and  Daughters 
of  Ireland,  the  Royal  Black  Institution,  Ladies'  Orange  Benevolent  Asso- 
ciation, and  the  Grand  Orange  Lodges  of  Ontario  East  and  Ontario  West. 

Among  the  hundreds  of  School  Boards  and  Boards  of  Education  repre- 
sented by  delegates  or  resolution  were: 

Ottawa,  Woodstock,  Toronto,  Collingwood,  Kingston, 
Brockville,  London,  York  Township,  Palmerston,  Belle- 
ville, Kapuskasing,  Peterboro,  Forest,  Fort  William, 
Iroquois  Falls,  St.  Catharines,  North  Bay,  Timmins, 
St.  Thomas,  Windsor,  Stratford,  Oakville,  Sault  Ste. 
Marie,  0 range ville,  Westboro,  etc. 

Included  in  the  deputation  were: 

Rev.  Drs.  McTaggart,  Inkster,  Mumford,  Cobourn, 
Skinner,  Bishop  Lucas,  Revs.  W.  F.  Wrixon,  W.  L. 
Lawrence,  R.  A.  Spencer,  N.  C.  Wallace,  John  Davey, 
L.  I.  Hunter,  Ross  Cameron,  Herbert  Hunt,  J.  A.  Hiltz, 
J.  A.  Mustard,  R.  F.  Widdows,  J.  H.  Kidd,  R.  Cathcart, 
F.  J.  Dunlop,  D.  H.  Gallagher,  J.  Mcintosh,  C.  H.  Way, 
P.  K.  Styczyns,  Baynes-Reed,  E.  Foreman,  J.  B.  Thom- 
son, A.  M.  Dallas,  J.  W.  Shier. 

Prominent  citizens  present  included: 

Mayor  James  Simpson,  Controllers  W.  D.  Robbins  and 
Ralph  Day,  Dr.  F.  J.  Cowboy,  A.  R.  Hassard,  K.C., 
J.  R.  Roaf,  K.C.,  Russell  Nesbitt,  K.C.,  M.P.P.,  Wm. 
Duckworth,  M.P.P.,  R.  D.  Stanley,  A.  Art  Gray,  Col. 
Baptist  Johnston,  E.  C.  Green,  Robt.  Eakins,  Lady 
Gooderham,  Mrs.  Bert  Wemp,  Mrs.  Adelaide  Plumptre, 
Mrs.  Isabel  Ross,  Mrs.  E.  E.  Rockwood,  Mrs.  Ro'se 
Henderson,  Mrs.  Sara  Robertson,  Mrs.  Frank  Stocker, 
Mrs.  A.  S.  Chaplin. 

Dr.  D.  H.  Pinkerton,  Wm.  Boddy  (Deputy  Reeve  of 
North  York  Township),  Major  A.  A.  McKenzie  (Reeve 
of  Woodbridge),  J.  R.  Hoare  (Mayor  of  Orangeville), 
Col.  J.  R.  Stuart  (Reeve  of  York  Township),  Herbert 
Corbett  (Past  President  Trustees'  and  Ratepayers'  Asso- 
ciation), Harold  Cleave  (Warden  of  Halton  County), 
Thos.  F.  Brown  (Warden  of  Dufferin  County),  Robin  S. 
Kerr  (Warden  of  Haldimand  County),  Thos.  E.  Foster, 
H.  R.  Mountain. 


Toronto,  February  14th,  1935. 

Mr.  M.  F.  Hepburn, 
Premier  of  Ontario. 

Dear  Mr.  Premier: 

We  are  before  you  to-day  by  appointment  to  voice  our  opposition  and  the 
opposition  of  more  than  THREE  MILLION  public  school  supporters  in  this  Province, 
to  the  demands  for  alterations  or  amendments  to  the  Assessment  Act  or  other  Acts 
that  would  divert  Public  School  taxes  from  the  Corporations  and  Utilities  of  this 
Province  to  the  support  of  Roman  Catholic  Separate  Schools,  as  petitioned  by  the 
Catholic  Taxpayers'  Association  to  your  Government  recently. 

As  their  name  implies,  Separate  Schools  are  Roman  Catholic  religious  schools. 
The  Act  which  imposed  these  schools  on  the  people  of  Ontario  against  the  expressed 
wish  and  vote  of  their  representatives  was  termed:  "An  Act  to  restore  to  Roman 
Catholics  in  Upper  Canada  certain  rights  in  respect  to  Separate  Schools." 

These  schools  exist  for  one  purpose  and  one  purpose  only^to  teach  the 
religious  doctrine  and  precepts  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Only  the  Roman 
Catholics  aire  so  privileged.  No  Protestant  denomination  in  Ontario  enjoys  such  a 
concession.  Because  of  this  religious  instruction  there  can  be  no  parity  between  this 
separate  religious  system  of  education  and  the  great  Common  Public  School,  open 
to  everyone. 

Roman  Catholic  schools  were  not  granted  to  the  Roman  Catholic  church  in 
Ontario,  nor  to  the  Roman  Catholics  as  a  class,  but  to  the  individual  who  chose 
to  support  it  by  taxes  on  his  dwelling.  Roman  Catholic  schools  are  only  built  where 
the  Roman  Catholics  are  sufficiently  numerous  and  where  they  find  it  advantageous 
to  do  so.  They  freely  admit  that  about  half  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  Province 
are  Public  School  supporters.  In  this  city  nearly  1,700  Roman  Catholic  children  attend 
the  Public  Schools,  and  in  the  city  of  Sault  Ste.  Marie  more  than  800  Roman  Catholic 
children  are  educated  in  the  Public  School,  so  that  the  two  systems  of  schools,  Mr. 
Premier,  are  basically  not  alike  and  are  not  comparable. 

Section  14  of  the  Separate  Schools  Act  of  1863  gives  the  privilege  to  every 
individual  Roman  Catholic  to  designate  where  the  taxes  of  his  home  shall  go.  This 
is  the  right  of  every  Roman  Catholic  tenant  or  householder. 

It  is  claimed  that  this  section  of  the  Act  gives  every  Roman  Catholic  the  right 
to  allocate  ALL  his  taxes  to  Separate  Schools.  This  is  not  so.  The  Act  clearly 
states  that  only  those  who  are  ratepayers — tenants  or  owners — were  privileged  to 
direct  their  individual  taxes  to  the  support  of  a  Separate  School  if  there  was  one  in 
their  locality.  The  right  of  such  support  was  limited  to  the  place  of  residence — "in 
the  city,  town,  village,  or  section  in  which  he  resides."  The  individual  Roman  Catholic 
was  merely  permitted  to  pay  or  direct  the  payment  of  the  school  taxes  from  the 
property  in  which  he  lived  to  the  support  of  a  Separate  School,  and  if  he  did,  he  was 
to  be  relieved  of  paying  Public  School  tax,  and  not  have  to  pay  twice.  This  is  pre- 
cisely the  application  of  the  law  to-day. 

This  Act,  passed  in  1863,  was  accepted  by  all  parties  concerned,  including  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  of  Canada,  which  was  represented  by  the  Very  Rev.  Vicar- 
General  Cazeau  and  the  Very  Rev.  Vicar-General  Macdonnell.     It  was  agreed  to 


by  Mr.  R.  W.  Scott,  spokesman  for  the  Separate  Schools,  by  the  Government  and  by 
Parliament  as  a  "FINAL  SETTLEMENT"  of  the  sectarian  controversy.  May  we 
quote  two  of  the  eminent  statesmen  of  that  day: 

THE  HONORABLE  GEORGE  BROWN:  "It  is  known  to  every  honorable  member  of 
this  House  that  an  Act  was  passed  in  1863,  as  a  FINAL  SETTLEMENT 
OF  THE  SECTARIAN  CONTROVERSY.  I  was  not  in  Quebec  at  the  time; 
but  if  I  had  been  there  I  would  have  voted  aganist  the  Bill,  because  it 
extended  the  facilities  for  establishing  Separate  Schools." 

THE  HONORABLE  T.  D'ARCY  McGEE,  Irish  Roman  Catholic  statesman:  "I  had 
accepted  for  my  own  part,  as  a  finality,  the  amended  Act  of  1863.  I  did 
so,  for  it  granted  all  the  petitioners  asked,  and  I  think  they  ought  to  be 
satisfied.    I  will  be  no  party  to  the  reopening  of  the  question." 

And  more  recently,  the  late  Archbishop  McNeil  of  Toronto:  "There  is  no  question 
at  issue  now  as  to  the  'finality'  of  the  Separate  Schools  Act  of  1863." 

Notwithstanding  the  "finality"  of  the  Act  of  1863,  Ontario  has  been  more  than 
generous  to  these  religious  schools,  and  has  granted  amendments  from  time  to  time, 
all  to  the  advantage  of  the  Separate  Schools  and  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  Public 
Schools. 

You  are  reported,  Mr.  Premier,  as  saying,  that  when  the  original  S.  S.  Act  was 
passed  the  industrial  age  of  the  present  day  was  not  anticipated.  It  is  a  fact,  that 
corporations  such  as  we  have  today  actually  existed  long  before  1863,  and  many 
were  doing  business  when  the  1863  Act  was  finally  passed.  Be  it  noted,  too,  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  authorities  then  had  their  eye  to  this  source  of  revenue  and  on  eight 
different  occasions  between  1855  and  1863  had  incorporated  in  their  Bills  similar 
demands  as  are  being  made  now,  and  just  as  many  times  the  Parliament  rejected  these 
demands,  and  refused  to  grant  financial  aid  to  Separate  Schools  other  than  the  taxes 
derived  from  the  individual  householder  or  tenant. 

You  are  also  reported  as  saying,  Mr.  Premier,  that  "after  all,  they  (the  Catholic 
Taxpayers'  Association)  are  only  asking  for  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  Ontario 
the  same  rights  the  Protestant  minority  enjoys  in  Quebec." 

There  is  no  correspondence  between  the  Separate  Schools  of  Ontario  and  the 
dissentient  schools  of  Quebec.  They  are  directly  opposite  in  principle.  Quebec  is  the 
only  province  in  Canada  that  has  no  Public  School.  In  Ontario  the  basic  principle  of 
the  school  system  is  a  non-sectarian  Common  School.  In  Quebec  the  basic  principle  is 
a  sectarian  class  school.  In  Quebec  there  is  no  common  school  for  the  education  of  all 
on  equal  terms  and  privileges,  as  there  is  in  Ontario.  If  there  were,  there  would 
be  no  necessity  for  dissentient  schools  there,  nor  would  there  be  any  demand  for 
them  by  the  Protestant  minority.  Protestant  dissentient  schools  in  Quebec  are  a 
necessity — not  a  privilege.  The  dissentient  school  of  the  Protestant  is  made  necessary 
by  the  fact  that  the  Roman  Catholic  must  have  the  privilege  of  sectarian  schools,  so 
that  in  both  Otntario  and  Quebec  the  privilege  goes  to  the  Roman  Catholic. 

According  to  the  B.N. A.  Act,  Quebec  was  to  follow  the  lead  of  Ontario  in 
being  "generous"  to  its  minority.  But  have  they  done  so  ?  In  Quebec  the  Protestant 
tenant  cannot  direct  his  school  taxes  to  the  Protestant  School.  In  Ontario  the  Roman 
Catholic  tenant  can  direct  his  taxes  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Separate  School  if  he  so 
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desires.  In  Quebec  the  Protestant  owner  or  stock-holder  cannot  direct  his  taxes  to 
the  support  of  the  Protestant  Schools.  In  Ontario,  by  an  amendment  passed  in  1886, 
companies  may  direct  their  taxes  to  the  support  of  Separate  Schools  (proportionate  to 
the  stock  so  held  by  Roman  Catholics).  No  such  concession  is  granted  to  companies 
in  Quebec.  Even  if  a  company  in  Quebec  is  100%  Protestant-owned,  it  has  no  right 
nor  privilege  of  diverting  any  portion  of  its  taxes  to  the  support  of  the  Protestant 
Schools. 

In  Quebec  there  are  hundreds  of  Protestant  children  in  predominantly  Roman 
Catholic  communities,  compelled  to  attend  Roman  Catholic  schools,  because  the  minority 
is  not  large  enough  to  organize  a  Protestant  school.  Such  a  condition  cannot  happen 
to  Roman  Catholics  in  Ontario.  Whether  in  minorities  or  majorities  the  Roman 
Catholic  children  may  atend  a  Public  School  (not  a  Protestant  School)  without  fear 
of  absorption  into  the  Protestant  faith.  Does  this  appear  as  though  the  Protestant 
minority  in  Quebec  enjoys  any  "rights."? 

It  is  well  to  note,  too,  how  the  three-panel  system  works  out  in  Quebec  Province, 
since  Ontario  is  asked  to  adopt  such  an  arrangement.  In  Montreal,  where  the  com- 
panies are  mainly  Protestant-owned,  in  1934,  $4,379,466.51  was  paid  into  the  "neutral 
panel,"  but  the  Roman  Catholic  schools  received  $3,299,893.75  based  on  the  population 
of  76%.  Therefore  it  is  quite  clear  that  more  than  $2,000,000.00  of  Protestant  money 
found  its  way  to  a  system  of  education  that  teaches  doctrines  not  shared  by  the 
Protestant  taxpayers.  This  condition  does  not,  and  cannot,  obtain  anywhere  else 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Even  if  a  Roman  Catholic  stock-holder  in  Ontario  is  not 
able  to  direct  his  school  taxes  to  the  Separate  Schools,  he  is  not  compelled  to  pay  to 
a  Protestant  School  and  for  Protestant  doctrine  and  teaching,  but,  instead,  his  taxes 
go  to  a  Public  non-sectarian  school.    There  is  a  notable  and  tremendous  difference. 

The  Catholic  Taxpayers'  Association  are  demanding  a  change  in  the  Act  which 
would  enable  them  to  secure  a  proportion  of  the  taxes  paid  in  by  all  corporations  in 
Ontario  without  regard  to  stock-holdings,  and  regardless  of  the  fact  that  the  corpor- 
ation might  be  wholly  Protestant-owned. 

For  example,  the  Ryerson  Press  in  this  city,  owned  by  the  United  Church  of 
Canada,  would  be  taxed  14%  for  Roman  Catholic  Schools,  and  the  Western  Orange 
Hall,  a  stock-holding  company,  would  be  compelled  to  pay  14%  of  its  taxes  to  Roman 
Catholic  Schools.  Such  a  condition  would  be  manifestly  wrong  and  unfair,  and  we 
respectfully  submit  that  the  Legislature  has  not  the  power  to  divert  Protestant  taxes 
to  Separate  Schools,  nor  compel  Protestants  directly  or  indirectly  to  assist  financially 
the  teaching  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Separate  Schools. 

On  this  subject  the  Toronto  Globe  has  stated  editorially: 

"Bishop  Fallon  would  change  the  entire  basis  of  taxation 
for  school  purposes  so  that  corporations  whose  sharehold- 
ers might  all  be  Protestants  would  be  compelled  by  law 
to  devote  a  portion  of  their  taxes  to  support  Separate 
Schools.  Such  a  complete  surrender  of  the  rights  of  the 
taxpayer  to  elect  whether  he  shall  support  Public  Schools 
or  Separate  Schools  is  not  to  be  expected  of  the  people  of 
Ontario." 


The  Catholic  Taxpayers'  Association  are  also  demanding,  Mr.  Premier,  that  the 
taxes  derived  from  publicly-owned  utilities  be  divided  proportionately  to  their  schools 
on  the  basis  of  school  attendance.  This  is  just  as  unfair  as  their  other  demand.  These 
utilities  belong  to  the  people — to  all  the  people,  of  all  classes  and  creeds — and  we  submit 
that  it  would  be  repugnant  to  the  great  ideals  of  democracy,  religious  freedom,  and 
absolute  separation  of  Church  from  State,  to  pay  over  any  sum  of  money  from  publicly- 
owned  utilities  or  services  to  teach  the  Roman  Catholic  doctrine  in  Separate  Schools. 
Such  a  condition  would  be  a  State  subsidy  of  one  religion,  not  even  recognized  in  Italy 
and  the  other  Roman  Catholic  countries  of  the  world. 

The  Catholic  Taxpayers'  Association  also  argue  that  Separate  Schools  are  forced 
to  teach  children  of  Protestant  fathers  through  mixed  marriage.  They  are  not  com- 
pelled to  do  this,  Mr.  Premier.  They  compel  the  Protestant  husband  to  sign  away  the 
birthright  of  has  unborn  child  at  the  time  of  the  marriage,  and  surely  this  Province  is 
not  going  to  aid  the  Church  of  Rome  in  completing  this  unfair  bargain. 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  educate  the  child.  The  State  has  organized  and 
maintains  a  great  Common  School  for  this  purpose.  Those  who  wish  sectarian  schools 
should  be  asked  to  pay  for  them  themselves,  and  not  out  of  the  public  treasury  and 
public  taxes. 

The  Common  School  works  no  injustice  to  any  class.  Its  principle  is  equal 
rights  to  all.  That  is  justice.  The  integrity  of  that  Common  School,  therefore,  should 
be  maintained  against  all  encroachment.  Public  School  supporters  have  not  approached 
the  Government  in  this  matter,  nor  have  they  been  consulted.  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ontario  who  are  Public  School  supporters  by  their  own  choice  have  not  asked  for  any 
new  legislation  nor  for  any  interpretation  of  the  existing  laws.  The  Catholic  Tax- 
payers' Association,  which  represents  only  about  half  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ontario — those  who  support  Separate  Schools — are  not  asking  for  legal  rights.  The 
law  a$  it  now  stands  is  perfectly  clear.  If  the  Separate  Schools  have  any  legal  or 
constitutional  grievances  they  would  have  gone  to  court  long  ago,  but  they  are  demand- 
ing new  legislation  which  would  extend  new  favours,  privileges  and  concessions  not 
contemplated  or  recognized  by  the  Fathers  of  Confederation. 

The  Government  should  defend  the  right  of  every  Roman  Catholic  citizen — a 
right  guaranteed  to  every  Roman  Catholic  taxpayer  at  the  time  of  Confederation — to 
support  the  Public  School,  if  he  desires.  Therefore,  the  Government,  without  any 
hesitation,  should  reject  the  unconstitutional  demands  of  the  Separate  Schools,  and  not 
lend  its  prestige  to  furthering  new  and  greater  privileges  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  not  enjoyed  by  any  other  religious  group  in  this  Province. 

It  is  well  to  know  the  attitude  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  towards  the  great 
Public  School  system  of  this  Province.  From  the  official  organs  of  that  Church  in 
Ontario  we  quote  the  following: 

Canadian  Freeman,  Kingston,  Nov.  8th,  1928: 

"The  Ontario  Public  School  system  is  'all  wrong.'  It  is  a 
grave  injustice  and  a  menace  to  Canada.  It  is  responsible 
for  training  of  hosts  of  infidels.  Why  the  souls  of  count- 
less children  should  be  slaughtered  in  such  schools  without 
a  reasonable  effort  to  overcome  the  appalling  evil  passes 
our  comprehension." 


—  6  — 


Canadian  Freeman,  Kingston,  March  1st,  1934: 

"Outside  of  the  Catholic  schools,  we  have  had  education 
without  religion.  And  the  EVIL  SYSTEM  is  bearing  the 
inevitable  fruit.  With  God  cast  out  of  education,  the  schools 
(PUBLIC  SCHOOLS)  began  to  prepare  students  for  un- 
christian principles." 

Such  statements,  Mr.  Premier,  could  be  multiplied.  That  was  the  attitude  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Hierarchy  as  far  back  as  1855,  and  in  1935  they  still  make  war 
on  our  Common  Schools. 

The  Public  School  system  was  designed  three-quarters  of  a  century  ago  to  teach 
every  child  in  the  Province.  It  has  been  maintained  for  that  purpose,  and  there  is  no 
child,  Jew  or  Gentile,  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  but  can  go  to  the  Public  Schools  of 
this  Province  without  any  danger  to  its  faith.  It  is  worthy  of  note  that  most  of  the 
leading  clergy  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Canada  received  their  elementary 
education  in  the  Public  Schools  of  this  country.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Government,  we 
submit,  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the  Public  Schools,  that  are  available  for  the 
education  of  all  the  children  in  the  Province. 

Section  5  of  the  Public  Schools  Act  says: 

"All  schools  established  under  this  Act  shall  be  free  Public 
Schools,  and  every  person  between  the  ages  of  five  and 
twenty-one  years,  except  persons  whose  parents  or  guardians 
are  Separate  School  supporters,  and  except  persons  who  by 
reason  of  mental  or  physical  defect  are  unable  to  profit  by 
instruction  in  the  Public  Schools,  shall  have  the  right  to 
attend  some  such  school  in  the  urban  municipality  or  rural 
school  section  in  which  he  resides." 

Instead  of  depleting  the  revenues  of  the  Public  Schools  of  this  Province,  it  is  the 
duty  of  those  elected  to  represent  the  Public  School  supporters  to  see  that  the  Public 
School  is  strengthened.  The  Roman  Catholic  schools  stand  to  gain  much  by  their 
present  demands.  Father  Burke  has  estimated  that  it  will  mean  "MILLIONS  OF 
DOLLARS"  to  them.  Where  will  these  "millions"  come  from,  Mr.  Premier?  From 
the  Public  School  taxes  of  this  Province.  From  the  revenues  which  the  Public  Schools 
are  now  justly  entitled  to  by  the  law  of  this  land,  and  that  law  is  the  foundation  of  our 
Confederation.  In  the  City  of  Toronto,  as  an  example  of  what  would  occur  throughout 
the  Province,  the  Public  Schools  would  lose  actually  $337,953.00.  Does  it  not  seem  just 
and  fair,  then,  that  as  custodians  of  a  great  trust  we  are  found  defending  the  very  life 
and  character  of  our  Common  School  system. 

There  are  several  ways  in  which  the  Public  Schools  of  this  Province  have  not 
been  fairly  treated.  The  figures  given  by  your  Department  of  Education  covering 
school  grants  made  to  Public  and  Separate  Schools  in  the  years  1931,  1932  and  1933 
show  that  the  average  to  the  Public  Schools  for  the  three  years  was  $1,709.18  and  for 
the  Separate  Schools,  $2,255.46.  In  the  year  1931  alone,  with  but  10.6%  of  the 
schools  of  this  Province,  the  Separate  Schools  received  17.3%  of  the  total  Govern- 
ment grants.  Public  Schools  received  an  average  of  $398.36  per  school,  while  the 
Separate  Schools  received  an  average  grant  of  $701.84.  The  Public  School  grant  de- 
creased by  nearly  one  million  dollars,  while  in  the  same  three  years,  grants  to  the 
Separate  Schools  increased  considerably. 

In  Assisted  School  grants  for  the  year  just  closed,  Public  Schools  received  an 
average  of  $420.41  and  Separate  Schools  an  average  of  $720.37.    The  Public  School 


supporters  of  this  Province  should  be  enlightened  as  to  why  the  Public  Schools  of 
this  Province  are  so  discriminated  against. 

The  Catholic  Taxpayers'  Association  demands  should  be  rejected  as  legally 
wrong  and  morally  unjust.  Protestant  money  must  not  be  used  to  teach  Roman 
Catholic  catechism,  and  state  taxes  must  not  be  paid  into  the  treasuries  of  Roman 
Catholic  Separate  Schools.  There  are  constitutional  rights  of  majorities  and  consti- 
tutional duties  of  minorities,  but  after  all,  is  not  the  real  issue  the  rights  of  the 
children  of  this  Province?  They  are  paramount  to  the  proclaimed  "rights"  of  Roman 
Catholic  Bishops,  the  Catholic  Taxpayers*  Association,  or  any  individual  or  group. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Church  has  disclosed  that  the  only  desire  for  Separate  Schools 
is  that  their  religion  may  be  taught  in  these  schools.  Is  it  not  only  fair,  then,  Sir, 
that  they  should  pay  for  that  privilege  ? 

F.  R.  Dowse,  Roman  Catholic  Mayor  of  St.  Boniface,  Manitoba,  says: 
"My  own  personal  opinion  is  that  National  Schools  are 
the  right  thing.  I  think  it  is  the  best  thing  for  Canada 
to  have  men  and  women  mixing  together  in  younger  years, 
and  learning  that  underneath  they  are  all  pretty  good 
feflows  in  spite  of  religious  differences  of  opinion." 

May  we  once  again,  quote  the  Hon.  Dr.  Egerton  Ryerson,  founder  of  Ontario's 
educational  system,  in  his  final  warning  to  the  people  of  Ontario: 

"I  affirm,  therefore,  that  the  passage  of  the  Separate  Schools 
Act  of  1863  was  an  honorable  compact  between  all  parties 
concerned  for  the  final  settlement  of  that  question;  and 
that  the  renewed  agitation  of  it,  in  less  than  two  years,  is 
not  only  a  violation  of  that  compact,  but  a  warning  to  the 
people  of  Upper  Canada  that,  if  they  are  compelled  again 
to  legislate  on  the  subject,  their  peace,  and  the  safety  of 
their  institutions  will  require  them  to  sweep  the  last  vestige 
of  the  Separate  School  law  from  their  statute  book,  and 
place  all  religious  persuasions  in  the  same  relation  of  equality 
to  their  schools  as  exists  in  the  New  England  States,  and 
in  the  neighbouring  State  of  New  York." 

To  this  we  would  add  in  conclusion  that  it  was  to  be  expected  that  Protestants 
generally  and  Public  School  supporters  in  particular  would  be  aroused  over  the  con- 
tinued demands  of  the  Separate  Schools  for  new  and  additional  privileges  and  con- 
cessions at  the  cost  of  Public  School  revenues.  There  is  a  growing  feeling  in  this 
great  British  Province,  that  the  final  solution  to  this  question  will  be  a  National 
School  for  everyone,  where  every  child  of  every  race,  color  and  creed  can  be  educated 
together  and  taught  to  be  citizens  of  a  great  Canada  united  in  purpose  for  the  advance- 
ment of  our  fair  Dominion. 

The  Ontario  School  Board  Journal,  official  organ  of  the  Ontario  School  Trustees' 
and  Ratepayers'  Associations,  stated  editorially: 

"A  united  Public  School  system  for  Canada  is  the  cornerstone 
of  future  national  unity  and  good  feeling.  Anything  that 
in  any  way  tends  to  spoil  that  unity  is  a  menace  to  the  well- 
being  of  education." 

With  that  sentiment  we  join,  and  representing  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Can- 
adians, Public  School  supporters  in  this  Province,  we  look  to  the  day  when  these 
divisions  and  separations  will  be  unknown  and  when  the  ideal  and  interest  of  all 
will  be  a  United  Canada. 
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